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REMARKS 

Summary of the Office Action 

Claims 1, 4, 5, 8-13, 16, 17, 19-27, 29-34 and 44-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,923,552 to Brown et al. (hereafter "Brown") 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,618,856 to Coburn et al. (hereafter "Coburn"). 

Summary of the Response to the Office Action 

Applicants have amended claims 1, 10, 13, 22, 25, and 32. 
Applicants have canceled claims 4-5, 9, 16-17, 21, 26-27, 31, and 44-46, without 
prejudice or disclaimer. 

Claims 1, 8, 10-13, 19-20, 22-25, 29-30, and 32-34 are pending. 

All Claims Define Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1, 4, 5, 8-13, 16, 17, 19-27, 29-34 and 44-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown in view of Coburn. Applicants have canceled claims 4- 
5, 9, 16-17, 21, 26-27, 31, and 44-46, rendering the rejection of those claims moot. Applicants 
respectfully traverse the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) of the pending claims. Applicants 
have amended claim 1 to provide a different recitation relating to Applicants' invention, and 
claims 13 and 25 have been similarly amended. In addition to the amendments to the claims, 
Applicants further submit that the claimed invention distinguishes over Brown and Coburn for at 
least the following two reasons: 

1) Brown discloses a passive system as opposed to the active system recited in the 
claims; and 

2) There is no expectation of success in modifying the system of Brown to have the 
elements recited in the claims. 

1. Brown's system is passive and fails to teach each of the elements of the claims 

As described at page 14, lines 3-8 of Applicants' specification, the work information 
includes a schedule of tasks relating to the progress and instructions on the content of the tasks. 
The details of how to perform each task (e.g. the content of the task) are provided in the work 
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information display means for each executing site. See, e.g., page 16, line 1 1 - page 17, line 13 
of Applicants' Specification. This allows the work control site to control the process and steps 
taken at the executing sites to complete each assigned task. In addition, the workers executing 
the assigned task provide confirmation of completion of each individual step or task, so the work 
control site can monitor the progress and completion of each assigned task. Therefore, the work 
control site via the work information display means displaying not only the schedule of tasks, but 
the specific instructions on the content of completing the tasks, actively controls and monitors 
the executing sites. 

In contrast, the system and calendar of Brown fails to include this active control and 
monitoring over the executing sites, and fails to provide a work information display means at the 
work executing sites. Brown at least fails to include displaying work information that includes 
content of the tasks including specific steps required to perform each task. Brown merely 
displays a calendar of tasks without the content of the tasks as recited in the claims. The Office 
Action has alleged that the suppliers (or network members) of Brown equate to the executing 
sites recited in the claims. In Brown, the calendar system can generate and accept bid requests 
from network members. See, e.g., col. 8, 11. 1-8. The calendar system further can update the 
timeline for network members to complete their contracted task. See, e.g., col. 10, 11. 1-15. 
However, the suppliers of Brown are separate companies possessing their own processes and 
steps to provide the tasks in which they bid. Therefore, the home builder, which the Office 
Action alleges corresponds to the work control site, does not provide detailed work content for 
the task including the specific steps required to complete the task, because the home builder only 
has separate contractual control over delivery of the completed task without control over the 
steps to perform the task. Further, Brown at least fails to disclose a work information display 
means at the work executing sites for receiving the above described work information. 

2. No expectation of success in modifying Brown to include the elements of the claims 

The Examiner admits on page 6, lines 1 and 2 of the Office Action that "Brown does not 
teach where the locations are websites and where the notification and confirmation are 
performed on the internet." Brown is an on-line conventional closed network which is why the 
locations are not on websites, whereas Applicants' system is not in a conventional closed 
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network, it is in the Internet environment. Applicants intended to overcome the problem that, on 
an Internet network, users do not always browse related application pages. This problem is not 
relevant to Brown, because Brown uses a closed conventional network. 

To overcome the problem of users not always browsing related application pages, the 
control system has the users browse compulsorily, at any time. So far, an Internet network 
cannot "compulsorily" execute, for the Critical Path Method (CPM) of Brown, which includes 
the operations of synchronizing the member's schedules, transferring the critical path to the users 
automatically and immediately and making the users correct the schedules again with the user's 
agreement. In other words, it has long been impossible to make the user "compulsorily" achieve 
a "confirmation" on the network of the Internet. Incidentally, we wish to confirm again that the 
claimed term "continuous" means, in regard to the Internet, to virtually create a state in which the 
above browsing to the related application pages is performed at any time. This enables an 
immediate and quick startup of the related application pages at any time whenever it is required 
without fail. Brown, on the other hand, does not contain "continuous" contact as that term is 
used in the claims. Brown merely indicates that members' schedules are "constantly updated." 
See, e.g., col. 12, 11. 45-48. However, just because the schedule is updated does not mean that 
the executing site is in continuous contact with the work control site so that the work control site 
can continuously control, instruct, and monitor progress of work at the executing sites as recited 
in the claims. Therefore, because Brown relates to a conventional closed network, which does 
not contain the problems solved by Applicants, there would be have been no expectation of 
success in modifying Brown to include all of the elements of the claims. 

The Office Action appears to rely on Coburn solely for the disclosure of a display using 
contrasting and flashing colors to highlight a failure or error in the system, and Applicants 
respectfully submit that Coburn fails to cure at least the deficiencies of Brown described above. 

Claims 8 and 10-12 depend from claim 1, claims 19-20 and 22-24 depend from claim 13, 
and claims 29-30 and 32-34 depend from claim 25. The dependent claims recite the same 
combination of allowable features recited in the respective independent claims, as well as 
additional features that define over the prior art. Accordingly, it is requested that the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), of the pending claims, be withdrawn, and the claims allowed. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregoing, Applicants submit that the pending claims are in condition for 
allowance, and respectfully request reconsideration and timely allowance of the pending claims. 
Should the Examiner feel that there are any issues outstanding after consideration of this 
response; the Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' undersigned representative to expedite 
prosecution. A favorable action is awaited. 

EXCEPT for issue fees payable under 37 C.F.R. § 1.18, the Commissioner is hereby 
authorized by this paper to charge any additional fees during the entire pendency of this 
application including fees due under 37 C.F.R. § 1.16 and 1.17 which may be required, including 
any required extension of time fees, or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 50-0573. 
This paragraph is intended to be a CONSTRUCTIVE PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF 
TIME in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a)(3). 
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